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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 October 2003 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 7-3, 7, 10-15, 1 7, 19-22 and 25-72 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) . is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-3 ,7 \10-1 5.17.19-22 and 25-72 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 -Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) £3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/31/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Applicant characterizes the icons of Yamagami as simply graphics 
containing no information regarding the contents of the text. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees, the icons are used to create a directory that allows the user to quickly and 
easily locate desired data (fig. 5). If the icon is simply a graphic, then the icons cannot 
be used to distinguish each entry. For example, if the icons simply show a graphic (i.e. 
only showing "image", "audio", or "text" in fig. 5), how can different images, audio, or text 
be distinguished from one another? However, Yamagami is silent as to whether the 
icon is simply a graphic without information regarding the contents of the text or the icon 
displays the actual text; therefore, the a new grounds of rejection regarding claims 1-49 
has been provided to resolve the issue. Regarding claims 50 and 62, the limitations of 
the claims state, "the directory including textual titles derived from the stored textual title 
signals." Yamagami discloses that the directory includes textual titles derived from the 
stored textual titles (col. 12, lines 35-37). Yamagami discloses superimposing the 
actual text on the directory show in fig. 5. Finally, the Applicant disagrees with the 
characterization of Yamagami as recording moving images. Yamagami states, "the 
CPU 13 for signal processing halts the display of moving pictures, ... , which has been 
retained in the buffer memory." Although Yamagami does not store moving images 
permanently, Yamagami is at least capable of storing moving images (even if 
temporarily). Since moving images are simply a collection of still pictures and 
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Yamagami is capable of storing moving images, the examiner believes that Yamagami 
can be combined with prior art used in the previous Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 20, 22, 25-28, 29, 41, and 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Sezan et al (5,956,458) in view of Murata et al (6,1 18,925), 
Yamagami (6,334,025), and Lemaire et al (5,444,768). 

Regarding claims 1 , 22, 25-26, 29, and 43-45 Sezan et al discloses recording 
video programs on a recording medium (fig. 1); generating audio signals of titles for the 
recorded programs (92, fig. 4); displaying on a screen a directory of the video programs 
recorded on the recording medium (fig. 4); and selecting one of the video programs 
from the directory (col. 4, lines 1-7). However, Sezan et al does not disclose converting 
the audio signals to textual title signals and storing the textual title signals; converting a 
stored textual title signal corresponding to the selected video program to an audio signal 
to apprise the user of the voice title of the selected video program; and displaying the 
voice title designations or textual titles, wherein the tiles are alphanumeric textual 
signals. 
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Yamagami teaches converting the audio signals to textual title signals and 
storing the textual title signals (col. 9, lines 25-30); and displaying both images and text 
in a directory. 

Murata et al teaches displaying a directory of the video programs recorded on the 
recording medium, wherein the directory includes textual titles associated with the video 
programs (fig. 3). Murata et al teaches that the text display is intended to allow the 
content of each program material to be grasped more easily (col. 12, lines 25-30). 
Yamagami et al teaches converting the audio into a textual title signal; therefore, it 
would have been obvious to use the textual title signal as the text displayed in the 
directory. 

Lemaire et al teaches converting text to an audio signal (col. 9, lines 55-67). 

It would have been highly desirable to have a text title so that additional data is 
provided in the directory so that the video data easier to identify. In addition, using the 
textual title signal as the displayed text could provide a more descriptive text. It would 
have been highly desirable to convert the audio to text to reduce the memory capacity 
necessary for annotating (col. 9, lines 25-30). It would have been highly desirable to 
convert the text to audio so that the user could hear the title in the case that the title was 
difficult to read (e.g. the monitor was small or the title was in a foreign language). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention have textual titles in the directory; convert the audio to text; and 
convert the text to audio in the device of Sezan et al. 
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Regarding claims 20 and 41 , Sezan et al discloses audio titles (col. 5, lines 1-8). 
However, Sezan et al does not disclose how the audio titles are created. 

Yamagami teaches the use of an audio input (20) in figure 1 . The examiner 
takes Official Notice that microphones are a common device used to input audio. 

It would have been highly desirable to use a microphone to generate the audio 
signal since no method for inputting the audio titles is disclose by Sezan et al, and a 
microphone is commonly known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use a microphone in the device of Sezan et al. 

Regarding claims 27-28 and 46-47, Sezan et al discloses storing the 
alphanumeric textual titles in a memory in cassette (MIC). However, Sezan et al does 
not disclose that the MIC is a RAM; and the textual titles are stored in a memory 
location separate from the directory of video programs. 

The examiner takes Official Notice that RAMs are well known memory devices in 
the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
use a RAM as the MIC. Further the MIC is a separate memory from the tape, which 
stores the directory (col. 3, lines 41-52). 

It would have been highly desirable to use a RAM type memory for the MIC 
because RAMs are cheap and allow quick access to any data in the memory. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use a RAM to store the textual titles separately in the device 
of Sezan et al. 



Application/Control Number: 09/223,431 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2615 

4. Claims 2-3, 21 , 30-31 , and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sezan et al in view of Murata et al, Yamagami, Lemaire et al, and 
Doyle (6,058,239). 

Regarding claims 2-3, 21 , 30-31 , and 42, Sezan et al does not disclose that the 
audio signal is generated and converted to a textual title while the video program is 
recorded by speaking into a microphone. 

As discussed previously, a microphone is well known in the art as an audio input 
device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to use a microphone as an audio input. 

Doyle teaches generating an audio signal while recording the video program in 
fig. 3. Entering the audio title is part of the recording process of recording the video 
program; therefore, the generation of the audio signal is considered to occur while the 
video program is being recorded. The circuit that converts audio to text cannot be part 
of the image processing circuit because processing of audio and video is different. 
Since video recording does not require the circuit that converts audio to text, it would 
have been obvious to convert the audio to text while recording the video program 
because the circuit would be available and the audio is entered while recording the 
video program. 

It would have been highly desirable to generate audio titles by speaking into a 
microphone and converting the audio titles to text titles while recording the video 
program so that the device does not require more time after the recording of the 
program is completed to add the audio and text titles. 



Application/Control Number: 09/223,431 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2615 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to generate audio using a microphone and converting them to 
text titles for recording while the video program is recording in the device of Sezan et al. 
5. Claims 7, 10-15, 17, 19, and 32-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sezan et al in view of Murata et al, Yamagami, Lemaire et al, and 
Ohno et al (5,761,371). 

Regarding claim 7, 10-15, 17, 19, and 32-40, Sezan et al discloses other data 
including the start position of the recorded program (col. 3, lines 13-28) and voice title 
designations (col. 5, lines 1-8). However, Sezan et al does not disclose transferring the 
textual title signals to a RAM for later use to select programs for playback; recording 
other data with the titles, wherein the other data includes length of the recorded 
program and day and time of recording; positioning the recording medium at the 
beginning of a video program; and playing the selected program. 

Ohno et al teaches transferring the textual titles to a library memory in figure 5 for 
later use to select programs for playback (S22, fig. 7); recording other data including 
length and day and time of recording (fig. 5); positioning the recording medium at the 
beginning of a video program (S19, fig. 7); and playing the selected program (S14 and 
S22, fig. 7). 

As discussed previously RAMs are well known in the art. The type of memory 
used for the library memory in Ohno et al and Sezan et al is not stated explicitly. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use any known type of memory available. 
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It would have been highly desirable to transfer the textual titles to a library 
memory with other data including length and day and time of recording; and playing 
back the program from the beginning when it was selected to allow the programs to be 
easily identified, program data to be easily accessed, and playback the program without 
the user having to manually locate the program. The additional other data allows the 
programs to be further distinguished (e.g. in the case that two programs have the same 
title) by the length and day and time of recording. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include length, day and time data in the other data; transfer 
the textual titles to a RAM; and playback the selected title when a selection is made in 
the device of Sezan et al. 

6. Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yuen et 
al (5,488,409) in view of Yamagami and Murata et al. 

Yuen et al discloses a RAM (33); a video program control logic controller (21); a 
microprocessor RAM controller coupled to the RAM and the video program recording 
control logic controller (31 ) in figure 1 . However, Yuen et al does not disclose an audio 
input device coupled to the video program recording logic controller and responsive to 
audio signals; the RAM coupled to the video program recording logic controller through 
a voice recognition circuit, such that the audio signals are converted to textual signals 
by the voice recognition circuit under the control of the logic controller and stored in the 
RAM as textual signals corresponding the video programs. 
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Yamagami teaches an audio input device (20) that converts the audio signals to 
textual signals (col. 9, lines 25-30) corresponding to the video programs (fig. 5) by a 
voice recognition circuit and stored in a memory (fig. 8). It is not explicitly stated that 
the memory is a RAM; however, RAMs are well known in the art, as discussed 
previously so it would have been obvious to use a RAM. Yamagami does not disclose 
the specific coupling that the claims recite. However, it is obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art that many different circuit couplings can be used. For example, the audio 
input device, voice recognition circuit, RAM, and program recording logic controller 
could be coupled to the microprocessor, wherein the microprocessor routes the data to 
the desired circuit. Since the microprocessor can direct data to any of the connected 
circuits they are considered to be coupled together. 

Murata et al teaches displaying textual titles as part of the directory (figs. 1 and 
3). Further since the textual title signal generated from the audio signal may be more 
descriptive, it would have been obvious to generate the textual titles from the textual title 
signal. 

It would have been highly desirable to convert audio signals to textual signals so 
that textual titles can be created without having to type in titles. It would have been 
highly desirable to have the various circuits coupled together so that data can be routed 
to the desired circuit easily and quickly. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to convert audio titles to textual signals and record the text to a 
RAM in the device of Yuen et al. 
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7. Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yuen et 
al in view of Yamagami, Murata et al, and Lemaire et al. 

Yuen et al does not disclose a voice synthesizer coupled between the RAM and 
the video program recording control logic controller so that the textual signals are 
converted under the control of the RAM controller to an audio signal corresponding to 
video programs recorded on the recording medium by the voice synthesizer and are 
output to the audio output device under the control of the video program recording 
control logic controller. 

Lemaire et al teaches converting text to an audio signal (col. 9, lines 55-67). As 
discussed previously, it is well known in the art to connect various circuits to a 
microprocessor so that data routing is controlled by the microprocessor. All the circuits 
in the system are considered to be coupled with each other; therefore, the voice 
synthesizer can be considered to be coupled between the RAM and the video program 
recording control logic controller. 

It would have been highly desirable to convert text titles to audio signals so that 
in the case that text titles are illegible (e.g. because of a small display or they are in a 
different language) the user can hear the titles. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to convert text titles to audio data in the device of Yuen et al. 

8. Claims 50, 57, 59-62, 68, and 70-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sezan et al in view of Yamagami. 
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Regarding claims 50 and 62, Sezan et al discloses a means for recording video 
programs on a recording medium (fig. 1 ) and for displaying on a screen a directory of 
the video programs recorded (fig. 4). However, Sezan et al does not disclose that the 
directory includes textual titles; and audio processing means, coupled to the means for 
recording video programs, for generating audio signals of titles for the recorded 
programs, converting the audio signals to textual title signal, and storing the textual title 
signals. 

Yamagami teaches a directory including textual titles (fig. 5); and audio 
processing means (20), coupled to the means for recording video programs (fig. 1), for 
generating audio signals of titles for the recorded programs (fig. 5), converting the audio 
signals to textual title signals (col. 9, lines 25-30), and storing the textual title signals 

(fig- 8). 

It would have been highly desirable to have a directory including textual titles; 
and audio processing means so that textual titles can be created without the user 
having to type in textual titles. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have a directory including textual titles; and audio processing 
means in the device of Sezan et al. 

Regarding claims 57, 59-61, 68, and 70-72, Sezan et al does not disclose 
generating audio titles using a microphone; the textual titles are alphanumeric textual 
signals; and storing the signals in a RAM, wherein the memory is separate from the 
storage location of the directory. 
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As discussed previously, microphones are a well known audio input device, and 
RAMs are well known memory devices; therefore, they would have been obvious to 
use. Yamagami teaches that the textual titles are alphanumeric textual signals (col. 9, 
lines 25-30). Sezan et al discloses storing the audio titles in a MIC (col. 5, lines 1-8) 
separate from the directory of the video programs (col. 3, lines 41-52). Therefore, since 
the text is related to the audio it would have been obvious to record the text separate 
from the directory. 

It would have been highly desirable to use a microphone and a RAM because the 
method for generating audio signals and storing the textual titles is not disclosed, and 
microphones and RAMs are well known method to perform the tasks. It would have 
been highly desirable to have an alphanumeric textual signal so that the textual titles 
can be recorded. It would have been highly desirable to record the text separate from 
the directory so that the textual titles can be easily retrieved. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use a RAM and microphone; alphanumeric textual signals; 
and a separate memory in the device of Sezan et al. 

9. Claims 51-52, 58, 63, and 69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sezan et al in view of Yamagami and Doyle. 

Regarding claims 51-52, 58, 63, and 69, Sezan et al does not disclose that the 
audio signal is generated and converted to a textual title while the video program is 
recorded by speaking into a microphone. 
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As discussed previously, a microphone is well known in the art as an audio input 
device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to use a microphone as an audio input. 

Doyle teaches generating an audio signal while recording the video program in 
fig. 3. Entering the audio title is part of the recording process of recording the video 
program; therefore, the generation of the audio signal is considered to occur while the 
video program is being recorded. The circuit that converts audio to text cannot be part 
of the image processing circuit because processing of audio and video is different. 
Since video recording does not require the circuit that converts audio to text, it would 
have been obvious to convert the audio to text while recording the video program 
because the circuit would be available and the audio is entered while recording the 
video program. 

It would have been highly desirable to generate audio titles by speaking into a 
microphone and converting the audio titles to text titles while recording the video 
program so that the device does not require more time after the recording of the 
program is completed to add the audio and text titles. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to generate audio using a microphone and converting them to 
text titles for recording while the video program is recording in the device of Sezan et al. 
10. Claims 53-56 and 64-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sezan et al in view of Yamagami and Ohno et al. 

Regarding claims 53-56 and 64-67, Sezan et al discloses other data to assist in 
the playback of the recorded program (col. 3, lines 13-28). However, Sezan et al does 
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not disclose transferring the textual title signals to a RAM for later use to select 
programs for playback; positioning the recording medium at the beginning of a video 
program; and playing the selected program. 

Ohno et al teaches transferring the textual titles to a library memory in figure 5 for 
later use to select programs for playback (S22, fig. 7); positioning the recording medium 
at the beginning of a video program (S19, fig. 7); and playing the selected program (S14 
and S22, fig. 7). 

As discussed previously RAMs are well known in the art. The type of memory 
used for the library memory in Ohno et al and Sezan et al is not stated explicitly. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use any known type of memory available. 

It would have been highly desirable to transfer the textual titles to a library 
memory with other data to assist playback; and playing back the program from the 
beginning when it was selected to allow the programs to be easily identified, program 
data to be easily accessed, and playback the program without the user having to 
manually locate the program. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include other data to assist in playback; transfer the textual 
titles to a RAM; and playback the selected title when a selection is made in the device of 
Sezan et al. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Polin Chieu whose telephone number is (703) 308-6070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8:00 AM-6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew B. Christensen can be reached on (703) 308-9644. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-9314 for regular communications and (703) 872-9314 for After Final 
communications. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



PC 

January 8, 2004 




